Appl No. 773,608 

Amdt. dated Febmaiy i 1, 2008 

Reply to Office Action of Jajuiary 24, 2008 



PATENT 



REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Specificatmi: 

The specification was objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the clainicd .subi'jct matter. To o\ ercome the ohjection, paragraph OOOO has been anjtndcd, ;js 
noted above, to rcctie the terminology "a substantiaUy right angle" atid add language clearly 
pointing out where the angle is found in the drawings. No new matter has been added. 

Claim Obfeeiians: 

Claiiiifl I--. 9-13, 16-29, 31-^1 and 116-119 were objected io for havini- the 
following mformaiity. The Examiner has noted that the claimed condylar portions (plural) of 
claim 1 are disposed at angles (plural), but the recitation that the condylar member (singular) is 
disposed al angles (plural) as ourretitly recited in tlie claims is confusing. 

To overcome the objections, claim 1, from which claims 2-7, 9-13, 16-29, 31-41 
and 116-119 depend, has been amended to recite the phrase "a substaittially right angle" in lieu 
of "substantially right angles", 

Claiin- 1 i ) J were objected to as being of improper dependent form - the 
limitations of claim 1 1 arc already found in independent claim i. To overcome the objections, 
claim 1 1 has been cancelled. Claims 12 and B, each of which previously depended on claim 1 L 
have each been amended to depend from claim 10 which is of proper dependent form. 

Claim Reicctiom - 35 Si' S.C. 112 - 

Claims 1-7, 9-13, 16-29, 31-41 and 116-119 were rejected as being indefinite. 
The rejections are overcome as follows. 

Claim I recites the limitation "at least oijj rosier loi coijd>lar inuinber" in line 10 
without sufficient antecedent basis. Claim 1 has now oeeii <iiiK-ndcd to recite the phrase 
"posterior condylar member" in lieu of "at least one posterior condylar member". 
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Claim 10 recites the limitation "at least one posterior condj lar nieniher" in line 5 



without sufilcient antecedent basis. Claim 10 has been amended to be consislein witli ihc 
antecedent basis for "the posterior condylar member" from claim 1 and now reciles: 



ilisial fenwrai portion to contact at least part of a medial posterior femoral condyle ami a taferal 
poster tor femoral condyk of the distal femur f 

Claim 1 1 recites the limitation "at least one posterior condylar member" in line i 
without siifficient ai^tcccdoni Claim 1 1 has been cancelled as noled above. 

Applicants also note lhat in a previous amendment, claims 9 and iO were 
incorrectly amended to depend from claim 1 . Claims 9 and 1 0 have now been amended to 
correctly depend from dai m 7. 



Claims i-7,9-13, 16-29,31-41 and 11 6- 11 9 would be allowable if rewritten or 



amended to overcome the rejections under 35 US.C. §112, 2?id paragraph and 
spedficalion,'^iaim objections. As noted above, the claims and specification have been amended 
as such. .All claims nau pcndiuL'. in this Application are in condition lor allowance. The 
issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance at an early date is respectfully requested. 

If the Examiner believes a telephone eonference would expedite prosecution of 
this application, please telephone the undersigned at 659-32^-2400. 
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San Francisco, Califontia 941 11-3834 

Tel; 650-320^240(} 

Fax: 415-576-0300 

Altachmonts 

JMH:djc 



"wherein llie 



' posterior condylar member extemh exiendi/ig from the 




II ol l l 



